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What Is a Distortion?
	 Things	are	distorted	when	they	are	twisted,	messed	up,	or	out-of-sync	
with	one	another.	A	viewpoint	can	be	distorted,	or	an	image	or	sound.	






























































in	 US	 schools	 since	 1892,	 and	 other	 educational	 discourse	 analysts	
(Hulan	2010;	Swift,	Gooding,	&	Swift	1988),	including	the	authors	of	
the	Nystrand	Report,	confirm	this	trend	continues	in	our	own	time.	
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deed	 is	 something	 like	 hypocrisy,	 since	“discussion”	 connotes	 many	















































































than	 any	 other.	This	 is	 perhaps	 the	 most	 concrete	 understanding	 of	
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more	 student	 participants,	 fewer	 exchanges	 per	 minute,	 and	 longer	
lengths	of	student	response.
	 Figure	1	says	that	discussion	should	encourage	interaction	between	




















From Dillon, 1990, p.17
Aspect of Questioning   Recitation (%) Discussion (%)
Teacher	talk	(vs	student	talk)	 	 69	 	 22
Question	turns	 	 	 	 78	 	 11
Teacher-student	turns	(vs	student-student)	 88	 	 		6
Students	participating	 	 	 1	 	 77
Rate	of	exchanges	 	 	 		6	per	minute	 		1	per	minute
Average	student	response		 	 			seconds	 25	seconds
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perspective,	 whereas	 monologic	 discourse	 is	 useful	 for	 establishing	
topics	and	conveying	information,	it	is	dialogic	discourse	that	opens	
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From Nystrand et al., 2001, p. 36
Subject	 	 Total	 	 Episodes	 Episodes	 %	of		 	 %	lessons
	 	 	 number		 with	no	 	 with	no	 	 episodes		 with	no
	 	 	 of	 	 	 dialogic	 	 discussion	 with	no	 	 discussion
	 	 	 episodes	 spells	 	 	 	 	 dialogic
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 spells	 	
Social	 	 569		 	 520	 	 	 51		 	 91.9%	 	 90.%
Studies
English	 	 582		 	 55	 	 	 51		 	 95.19%	 	 91.2%
TOTAL	 	 1,151	 	 1,07	 	 1,05	 	 9.1%	 	 90.79%
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The	 exact	 connections—causal,	 correlative,	 ideological—between	 the	
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